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Outlook Poor for Federal School 


Aid as Catholics Renew Demands 


Despite a flood of current Congressional bills on the subject, enactment 
of an adequate program of federal aid to public education seems only a 
remote possibility as this issue of Church and State goes to press. As usual, 
one of the major obstacles (only sketchily discussed by daily newspapers) 
is the perennial demand of Roman Catholic leaders that parochial schools 


be given a share of any funds which 
are appropriated. 

Ironically, Senator Lister Hill of 
Alabama, chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Labor and Public Wel- 
fare, is being criticized this year for 
sponsoring a school construction bill 
—S. 5—which fails to heed the Ro- 
man Catholic demand for “Federal 
funds for the construction of school 
buildings operated by non-profit edu- 
cational agencies [a euphemism for 
parochial schools],” although he has 
also re-introduced his previously de- 
feated bill allowing use of outer con- 
tinental shelf oil revenues for aid to 
“primary, secondary and higher edu- 
cation” without regard to whether the 
schools aided are public or non-pub- 
lic. The latter bill—S. 772—has been 
submitted (as in previous years—see 
Church and State, September, 1953) 
to the Senate Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs, which is headed 
this year by Senator James E. Mur- 
ray of Montana. 

As of this writing, the major em- 
phasis has been on the school con- 
struction bills, which are specifically 
concerned with meeting the ‘“emer- 
gency” classroom shortage, rather 
than on the “oil-for-education” pro- 
posal, which has had such a stormy 
history. 

The Administration, too, incurred 
the ire of Roman Catholic spokesmen 
because an “emergency” program 
outlined by President Eisenhower in 
a special message to Congress on Feb- 
ruary 8 looked only toward fulfill- 
ment of “the American idea of uni- 
versal public education” and did not 
envision government aid to non-pub- 
lic schools. The President called for 
a total of seven billion dollars during 
a three-year period, to be expended 








through bond purchases from local 
communities by the federal govern- 
ment for school construction, federal 
cooperation with the states “in es- 
tablishing and maintaining for State 
school building agencies an initial re- 
serve fund equal to one year’s pay- 
ment on principal and interest” so 
that state agencies “may be in a po- 
sition to issue bonds in the next three 
years which will build [for local rent- 
al] six billion dollars’ worth of new 
schools,” 200 million dollars for 
grants-in-aid to school districts with 
proved need and lack of local income, 
and federal provision of “one-half of 
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‘NOT UNLESS WE’RE INCLUDED’ 


the administrative costs of State pro- 
grams which are designed to over- 
come obstacles to local financing or to 
provide . . . aid to local school dis- 
tricts’—to be met by a total federal 
authorization of twenty million dol- 
lars with an appropriation of five 
million for the first year of a three- 
year period. 

This program, introduced in the 
Senate as S. 968 by Senator H. Alex- 
ander Smith and in the House as 
H. R. 3770 by Representative Peter 
Frelinghuysen, Jr. (both of New Jer- 
sey), met with an almost universal 
chorus of complaint from public edu- 
cation organizations and state school 
officials who contended that the em- 
phasis on loans rather than grants- 
in-aid was a completely inadequate 
answer to the problems faced by al- 
ready overburdened state and local 
governments, and who also asserted 
that the program implies close fed- 
eral control over the school systems 

(Continued on page 7) 
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Manhattan Book on Political 


Catholicism 


‘Nonmailable’ 


An indirect restriction on the freedom of American citizens was recently 
imposed by United States Post Office Department officials in an action 
declaring the book, Catholic Imperialism and World Freedom, to be “non- 
mailable” in this country. The action against the book by Avro Manhattan 
was based on a technicality-in the Foreign Agents Registration Act of 1938 


and could not have been taken if the 
publisher had been an American one 
rather than Watts and Company of 
London, England, as was actually the 
case. 

Official confirmation of the ban 
was given in a letter of November 18 
from Post Office Department Solici- 
tor Abe McGregor Goff to Managing 
Editor Stanley Lichtenstein of 
Church and State. Goff wrote: 


“This will acknowledge your letter 
of November 1, 1954, addressed to 
the Postmaster General in which you 
refer to a newspaper item concern- 
ing the action taken by this Depart- 
ment in declaring the book ‘Catholic 
Imperialism and World Freedom’ to 
be nonmailable matter. 

“Under an opinion of the Attorney 
General dated December 10, 1940 
(39 Op. A. G. 535), foreign political 
propaganda disseminated in violation 
of the Foreign Agents Registration 
Act may be treated as nonmailable 
under the provisions of law incorpo- 
rated in 18 U. S. Code 1717 (39 
Code of Federal Regulations 36.5). 
The said Act defines political propa- 
ganda as embracing, among other 
things, matter which is ‘designed to 
promote in the United States racial, 
religious or social dissensions.’ The 
aforesaid book was found to consti- 
tute matter within this definition, 
and was therefore held to be non- 
mailable under 39 CFR 36.5.” 

This raises some interesting ques- 
tions. Many of the most responsible 
American citizens make a practice 
of reading foreign and domestic “po- 
litical propaganda . . . designed to 
promote in the United States racial, 
religious or social dissensions.” 
President Eisenhower, for instance, 
revealed in the summer of 1953, dur- 
ing a national controversy over 
“book-burning,” that he kept on his 
shelf a volume embodying Karl 
Marx’s Capital and the Manifesto of 
the Communist Party by Marx and 
Friedrich Engels. This particular 
volume happened to have been pub- 
lished in America, but if it had been 
published abroad and the President 
had ordered it by mail, the Post Of- 
fice Department, if it were consistent, 
would have had to say, “No, Mr. 
President, we cannot deliver this 
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book to you because we hold it to 
be foreign political propaganda ‘de- 
signed to promote in the United 
States racial, religious or social dis- 
sensions.’ ” 


So far as domestically published 
works are concerned, the Post Office 
Department has no authority to pre- 
vent the mailing of even the most 
abhorrent “political” works, and 
Adolf Hitler’s Mein Kampf may be 
obtained through the mails as readily 
as the works of Thomas Jefferson. 
Basic American law and the whole 
weight of our history favors the 
thesis that the sovereign citizen must 
make up his own mind concerning the 
merits or demerits of “political” 
works without government interfer- 
ence. Whether or not Avro Manhat- 
tan’s Catholic Imperialism and 
World Freedom deserves the charac- 
terization given to it by the Post 
Office Department, Church and State 
is not endeavoring to decide here. 
The point is that the United States 
Post Office was never intended to ex- 
ercise the function of censorship. Its 
job is to carry the mails, not hold 
them up. 


Foreign Parallel 


On the international scene, the 
United States Government has stead- 
fastly opposed the various restrictions 
on freedom of information which 
have been proposed by certain for- 
eign governments along the same 
lines as the action taken by the Post 
Office Department with respect to the 
Manhattan book. Last December 8, 
for instance, Representative Hugh 
Scott of Pennsylvania, United States 
delegate to a meeting in Montevideo, 
Uruguay, of the United Nations Edu- 
cational, Scientific and Cultural Or- 
ganization, opposed part of a resolu- 
tion calling upon member nations to 
“assure freedom of expression and to 
remove barriers to the free flow of 
undistorted information.” He main- 
tained that the qualification, “undis- 
torted,” might be used as “a pretext 
to impede rather than encourage the 
free flow of information,” and de- 
clared: “We do not believe that it 
can be left to any government au- 
thority to decide what news is most 





likely to be conducive to improved 
international relations.” By the same 
token, it should not be left to any 
government authority to decide what 
literature is most likely to be con- 
ducive to racial, religious or social 
harmony. 

For all its symbolic importance, 
the post office ban on the Manhattan 
book smacks strongly of the absurd. 
The book was first published in Oc- 
tober, 1952, and has circulated in this 
country since that time, yet it was 
not until the fall of 1954 that the 
Post Office Department got around 
to banning it, apparently upon com- 
plaint from offended Roman Catho- 
lics. Furthermore, it is possible to 
ship the book within the United 
States by means of Railway Express, 
a private agency, and it is, of course, 
perfectly legal for anyone to read it. 
Then again, earlier works by Avro 
Manhattan, such as his The Vatican 
in World Politics (1949), published 
in the United States by Gaer Asso- 
ciates,* were never banned by thé 
post office because the excuse of 
“foreign” publication could not be 
used. Finally, the ban on the mail- 
ing of Catholic Imperialism and 
World Freedom is itself of doubtful 
constitutionality and it is to be 
hoped that the case will someday be 
tested in the courts. 


*This company is no longer in existence. 
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8th POAU Conference 


POAU’s Eighth National Confer- 
ence on Church and State will be 
held in Washington, D. C., on Janu- 
ary 25 and 26, 1956. 
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@ After-hours use of public school buildings in Montgomery County, Md., 
has been brought into question on the basis of a 1921 State Attorney Gen- 
eral’s opinion banning such use for “partisan or sectarian purposes.” A letter 
from Assistant Attorney General Norman P. Ramsey citing the opinion has 
been forwarded to the school board by State Superintendent Thomas G. 
Pullen, and County Superintendent Forbes H. Norris is preparing a report 
on existing practices. It appears likely that Unitarian, Jewish and Lutheran 
groups which are using the Bethesda-Chevy Chase High School, the Mc- 
Kenny Hills Elementary School and Western Junior High, respectively, will 











‘ have to look elsewhere for quarters. 


@ South African churches which do not go along with the gov- 
ernment’s “apartheid” (segregation) policies are faced with loss of 
any leases they may hold in native urban locations, although Native 
Affairs Secretary W. M. Eiselen has announced a slight modifica- 
tion of the cancellation decree of last October. The policy now is to 
warn churches held guilty of encouraging “deterioration in the 
relations” of African natives and the government, that cancellation 
will take effect if there is any repetition of the offense within a year. 

@ Amendment of Massachusetts law on child adoptions is called for in 
H. 1870, a bill introduced in the state legislature by Representatives Alvin 
Tamkin and Abraham Kahalas to make possible interfaith adoptions with 
parental consent. They acted after the United States Supreme Court declined 
to review a state decision barring the legal adoption of 3-year-old “Catholic” 
twins by Mr. and Mrs. Rouben Goldman of Marblehead, who have had the 
twins in their custody with the unwed mother’s consent since they were two 
weeks old. (Church and State, November, 1954). Also affected are Mr. and 
Mrs. Melvin Ellis of Brookline, who, like the Goldmans, are Jewish and have 
had the custody of “Catholic” Marjorie McCoy (now 4) ever since she was 
ten weeks old. 

@ A recent London court ruling denying tax aid for the Roman 
Catholic education of a pupil outside his school district gave rise to 
the following proposal by the “Catholic Herald”: “What is needed 
now ... is amending legislation which will make clear beyond dis- 
pute that if no Catholic school is available in its own district, a 
local education authority shall be in duty bound to provide for the 
education of Catholic children in a Catholic school of appropriate 
grade in another district.” 

@ “The time has come when the state must encourage the growth of 
private and parochial colleges and universities,” declared Michigan State 
Representative Adrian De Boom of Owosso as he introduced a bill last 
month to provide scholarships for students wishing to attend either public 
or non-public colleges. De Boom argued that New York and seven other 
states have similar laws, and denied that his proposal conflicts with Michi- 
gan’s constitutional ban on public aid for non-public education. Under his 
plan the state superintendent of public instruction and two college presidents 
(from either public or non-public institutions) would constitute a state 
scholarship committee administering the awards. 

@ A suit against the distribution of “copies of religious scripture, 
sectarian in nature and susceptible of many interpretations, in the 
public schools of Carroll County [Md.]” has been brought in the 
Carroll County circuit court of equity by John A. O’Donnell of 
Finksburg. Distribution is continuing to be made under the auspices 
of the Gideons International and with school board consent to pupils 
who “request” them. O’Donnell’s attorney is Harry M. Sachs, Jr., 
of the Baltimore firm of Sachs and Sachs. 

@ It is unconstitutional to make tax exemption for individuals and or- 
ganizations hinge on the taking of a “loyalty” oath, the California State 
Superior Court of Contra Costa County ruled on February 10 in a unanimous 
decision of the five judges. Victorious challenger of the 1952 and 1953 state 
“loyalty oath” measures was Lawrence Speiser, World War II veteran and 
chief counsel of the American Civil Liberties Union of Northern California, 
who sued as a war veteran entitled to a standard $1000 exemption on prop- 
erty valuation. Previously, church groups had been considering similar legal 
action (Church and State, January). 
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Bus Wars Renewed 
In Several States 


The use of public tax funds for 
transportation of children to non- 
public schools is called for in bills 
currently before the legislatures of 
Missouri, Vermont and Indiana. 


Missourians were alerted on the 
question on January 18 by the ex- 
ecutive committee of the St. Louis 
POAU Chapter, which declared in a 
resolution that the “proposed plan is 
in direct opposition to the principle 
of separation of church and state 
embodied in the federal and state 
constitutions, and is a plain effort to 
get around the decision of the Mis- 
souri Supreme Court against use of 
public funds for bus transportation 
of pupils attending non-public 
schools” (Church and State, July, 
1953). This was a reference to House 
Bill 100, introduced by Mrs. Jennie 
S. Walsh of St. Louis, which would 
create a new division in the depart- 
ment of Public Health and Welfare, 
headed by a Director of Free Motor 
Bus Transportation drawing a $10,- 
000 annual salary and empowered to 
“provide free transportation of all 
school children of this state” to 
schools instructing them “in sub- 
jects meeting the requirements of the 
compulsory school attendance law.” 
As POAU Chapter President J. Ed- 
win Hewlett pointed out in a cir- 
cular letter of January 29, the bill 
would take control of school trans- 
portation away from the Department 
of Education for the sole purpose of 
establishing the legal fiction that aid 
to non-public school pupils would be 
given under the heading of “welfare” 
rather than of “education.” Joining 
the POAU chapter in opposition to 
the bill, the Missouri Council of 
Churches adopted a resolution scoring 
the measure on January 20. On the 
last day of the month, following a 
two-hour public hearing, the House 
Committee on Transportation Other 
Than Railroads voted “eight to three 
or nine to two, whichever you want”’ 
—as Kansas City Representative 
John R. Clark put it—in favor of the 
bill, but Independence Representa- 
tive Floyd L. Snyder, Sr., attacked 
the bill on the House floor on the 
ground that its provisions would 
bankrupt counties that had to haul 
school children long distances. (The 
bill would increase state transporta- 
tion aid from $3 to $4 a month per 
pupil and require counties rather than 
school: districts to pay the excess 


(Continued on page 6) 








Spanish Protestants Wed 
As Franco Softens Stand 


Francisco Manzanas Martin and 
Carmen Pelegrina Jalvo were mar- 
ried last month in Madrid, Spain. 
And thereby hangs a tale. 

The marriage had been delayed 
eighteen months from the time of 
their engagement because both were 
Protestants who had once been bap- 
tized as Roman Catholics, a type of 
marriage heretofore blocked by 
Spanish law. In this case, General- 
issimo Francisco Franco himself in- 
tervened to make the marriage pos- 
sible, apparently in an effort to 
counteract the unfavorable publicity 
which his government had received 
earlier as a result of the attempted 
United States-Spanish mixed-mar- 
riage agreement (Church and State, 
February). 

The bridegroom was the 28-year- 
old pastor of an Evangelical chapel 
in Alicante and the bride a 20-year- 
old native of Madrid. Although the 
couple contended that they were “no- 
toriously non-Catholic,” their mar- 
riage had been held up on the basis 
of a Ministry of Justice order of 
March 10, 1941 forbidding municipal 
judges to authorize civil marriages 
except between persons who “do not 
belong to the Roman Catholic 
Church and who can supply docu- 
mentary proof of their non-Catholic 
status or, in case documentary proof 
is unavailable, who present an au- 
thorized declaration that they have 
not been baptized.” 

Generalissimo Franco, in interven- 
ing on their behalf, was in effect 
ordering that an exception be made 
in their case. This marked the first 
time that his government had allowed 
former Roman Catholics to contract 
civil marriage, and the first time that 
Roman Catholic canon law on the 
subject had not been “obeyed” by 
the regime. The Church holds that 
baptism is one of the sacraments that 
“imprint an indelible mark” on char- 
acter and soul, and it was in obedi- 
ence to this tenet that the Ministry 
of Justice had issued its 1941 order 
preventing the civil marriage of all 
persons who had ever been baptized 
as Roman Catholics. The only excep- 
tions allowed even theoretically in 
the past were for persons formally 
expelled from the Church and de- 
clared to be apostates, heretics and 
schismatics. 


When the couple applied for a 
marriage license on November 1, 
1953, Martin, according to his own 
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testimony, “submitted to the munici- 
pal court of my Madrid district all 
the documents required by Spanish 
civil law. . .. They included my state- 
ment that I was a Protestant pastor 
and that consequently I was non- 
Catholic. My application was re- 
jected because I could not prove that 
I had not been baptized as a Roman 
Catholic.” 

After Franco’s personal interven- 
tion the Ministry of Justice reinter- 
preted its 1941 order, saying: “The 
purpose of that order is to prevent 
any maneuver that might circumvent 
the prescribed form of marriage for 
Catholics, but the order must not be 
construed as forbidding civil marriage 
to those who, being of another state, 
do not accept that form, because in 
such a case it would be in contradic- 
tion with Article 42 of the Civil Code 
[concerning marriages], which must 
have priority.” 

Whether Franco’s act in this case 
signalizes any basic change in policy 
remains to be seen. 
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You'd Better Read 
Beyond Headline .. . 


The Air Force Times published in 
its February 20 edition a story which 
should have been prefaced by a warn- 
ing to readers, as follows: “Any re- 
semblance between the headline on 
this story and the facts related there- 
in is purely coincidental.” 

The main headline over the story 
said: “Religious Freedom Assured 
Protestant AFmen In Spain.” A sub- 
ordinate heading in smaller type was 
somewhat more appropriate to the 
story—‘Complex Rules Govern Off- 
base Worship.” The dispatch itself, 
datelined ‘Washington,’ centered 
around a letter from Assistant State 
Secretary Thruston B. Morton to Sen- 
ator Francis R. Case of South Dakota 
in which it was asserted that “there is 
nothing in the agreements with Spain 
which contravenes the rights of Amer- 
ican military personnel to worship 
freely, a principle which the United 
States Government defends every- 
where.” Neither this assertion nor the 
main headline were in harmony with 
factual material in the story. Here are 
a few excerpts: 

“ . . Non-Catholic USAF person- 
nel stationed in Spain who plan to 
worship off base may face a perplex- 
ing set of local regulations, how- 
ever. ... 

“Because of the predominance of 
Catholicism as the State religion and 





the strong influence of church doc- 
trine on civil law, all faiths will be 
asked to tread cautiously in the civil- 
ian community. 

“Regulated by Spanish law are 
many matters which other countries 
normally leave to the individual con- 
science. Religious holidays for exam- 
ple are all state holidays. Blasphemy 
is punishable by civil law. 

“Marriage laws by which Ameri- 
cans will be bound if they marry in 
Spain pose a real problem... . 

“Though commercial books, maga- 
zines and religious literature will be 
available to U. S. personnel through 
normal mails, AF libraries, and chap- 
els, and may be used in American 
homes, the Air Force will monitor 
such works closely to prevent their 
falling into the hands of Spanish 
civilians. 

“Specifically, the distribution of 
non-Catholic or anti-Catholic reli- 
gious writings is punishable by prison 
terms of as much as six years... . 

“Still subject of question is the 
matter of Protestant open-air burials, 
forbidden by Spanish law. The Air 
Force has not yet determined wheth- 
er it will be allowed to conduct mili- 
tary funerals for non-Catholics in 
Spain or whether bodies will have to 
be returned to the ZI [Zone of the 
Interior] to be buried. 

“Relations between U. S. troops 
and Spanish women are similarly a 
matter of question. Strict marriage 
laws will block some marriages, but 
Spanish law permits both cohabita- 
tion and prostitution. Air Force au- 
thorities definitely oppose condoning 
either practice. But officials feel it 
will be difficult to impose military re- 
strictions counter to civil law.” 


+ 
Talks Given by Mayne, 
Archer, Cook, Blanshard 


POAU Organization Director John 
C. Mayne, Executive Director Glenn 
L. Archer, former public school super- 
intendent William A. Cook and Paul 
Blanshard, author of American Free- 
dom and Catholic Power, are in the 
midst of speaking tours covering more 
than fifty meeting places in North and 
South Carolina, Florida, Alabama 
and Tennessee as this issue of Church 
and State goes to press. Their sched- 
ule extends from early February to 
mid-March. 


+ 


POAU will send packets of litera- 
ture upon request to college and uni- 
versity seniors and graduate students. 
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‘Religious Liberty’ in Colonial Times 


Back in what is sometimes called “the good old days,” a person of unorthodox religious opinions faced death, 
whipping or other severe punishment for holding to his beliefs in the face of government “recognition” of a domi- 
nant Christian sect or group of sects. Reproduced below is the major portion of an act of the Maryland colonial 
assembly, dated April 21, 1649, which, while decreeing death, confiscation of property, whipping and imprison- 
ment for various kinds of “blasphemers” and disbelievers in the Trinity, was comparatively liberal in its provisions. 


: Aéts and Orders of ASSEMBLY, affented to, enaCted 1549. 
| and made, at a General Seflion of the faid Affembly, 
: begun and held at St. Mary’s on the 2d Day of 
: April 1649, and ended the 21ft Day of the fame 
; Month. | | 


* 


: Wittiam Sronz, Efq; Governor. 
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Mackay Refutes Nixon 
On Church World Role 


A paean of praise to the supposedly 
powerful “anti-Communism” of the 
Roman Catholic Church was sung by 
United States Vice-President Richard 
M. Nixon as he conferred on Febru- 
ary 13 with a Guatemalan archbishop 
during a “good will” tour—but his 
words brought sharp rejoinder two 
days later from the Rev. Dr. John 
A. Mackay, president of the World 
Presbyterian Alliance and also of 
Princeton Theological Seminary, and 
a POAU vice-president, as he ad- 
dressed North American delegates of 
the Alliance at a meeting in Ottawa, 
Canada. 

Nixon had told Msgr. Mariano 
Rossell y Arellano, archbishop of 
Guatemala: “You were an inspira- 
tion to all people during the dark days 
of Communist domination here... . 
Leaders of the [Roman Catholic] 
church by their courage, their sacri- 
fices and their martyrdom have in- 
spired people and have earned the 
gratitude of people all over the world” 
for their efforts in successfully pro- 
viding “one of the major bulwarks 
against Communism and totalitarian 
ideas.” 

Mackay commented on February 
15: “In charity, but with candor and 
at the risk of being termed a bigot, 
I am compelled sorrowfully to say 
that the exact opposite is true... . 

“Two decades ago the Roman 
Catholic Church made _ concordats 
with the totalitarian rulers of Italy 
and Germany, Benito Mussolini and 
Adolf Hitler. Today the Roman Cath- 
olic Church has a concordat with, 
and is the chief supporter of, Fran- 
cisco Franco, the totalitarian ruler of 
Spain and the most hated man in 
Spanish history. 

“Tt is also a painful fact that those 
Latin countries where the Roman 
Catholic Church has been the pre- 
dominant religious influence have 
been breeding grounds for Com- 
munism. This is true of Italy; it is 
particularly true of lands in Latin 
America.” 

The Presbyterian leader saw two 
“sinister effects” flowing from what 
he called “the antipathy which the 
Roman hierarchy in Latin America 
has shown toward democratic ideas 
and land reform measures in such 
countries, for example, as Guatemala 
and Colombia.” These “effects,” he 
said, were the growth of Communism 
at the same time that promoters of 
freedom and justice were being falsely 
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labelled “Communists.” Dr. Mackay 
is familiar with both the language and 
the cultures of Latin America, having 
taught at the University of Lima, 
Peru, for many years and spent con- 
siderable time in other Latin nations. 


Vice-President Nixon’s address to 
the Guatemalan Archbishop had been 
appropriately received by the latter, 
who said in reply that his church’s 
anti-Communist “strength” is one 
“which can be considered completely 
disinterested. It is an obligation to 
sacrifice oneself, to combat all that is 
evil in the world, and personal inter- 
ests should not enter. There is no par- 
ticular merit in that, it is a duty.” 
On the question of popular feeling 
with regard to the Communist-orient- 
ed regime of former President Jacobo 
Arbenz Guzman, he observed that the 
people had accepted that regime with 
“good faith but they inadvertently 
furthered the cause of Communism” 
and that “once the movement against 
Communism came these people de- 
serted the Communists.” 


+ 


Bus Wars 
(Continued from page 3) 


above $4. Costs are said to run as 
high as $13 per pupil in many coun- 
ties.) Other opponents of the bill in- 
cluded the Kansas City Baptist As- 
sociation and Lutheran leaders whose 
attitude was summed up by the Rev. 
G. E. Nitz of St. Louis’ Grace Lu- 
theran Church, who said: “. . . we 
want religious education every day 
for our children and are willing to 
pay for it.” However, one of the chief 
proponents of the bill was former 
State Senator A. L. McCawley of 
Jefferson City, who is a Methodist. 

In Indiana, where existing law per- 
mits use of available bus space for 
transporting parochial school pupils 
along the regular route, two bills have 
been introduced to extend the favor. 
Representative James W. Spurgeon 
of Brownstown, a member of the 
Disciples of Christ denomination, is 
sponsoring a measure to transport 
parochial school pupils on township 
buses in any county of less than 30,- 
000 population; the bill provides fur- 
ther that township trustees may pur- 
chase additional buses provided for 
this purpose upon petition of 75 resi- 
dent freeholders, provided that if 50 
freeholders voice objection a hearing 
must be held by the township advi- 
sory board before purchasing the bus- 
es. This bill, if passed, would affect 66 
of Indiana’s 92 counties, leaving in- 
corporated towns and cities unaf- 








Legion Editors Sorry 
They Printed Letter 


Kenneth F. Klinkert of Menomonee 
Falls, Wisconsin, “sounded off” in the 
letters-to-the-editor section of the 
February “American Legion Maga- 
zine.” As a matter of fact, that sec- 
tion is headed, “Sound Off!”, and is 
appropriately decorated with a draw- 
ing of a tough GI doing just that. But 
Klinkert’s letter stirred up a minor 
hurricane, for in it he “sounded off” 
about the Roman Catholic Church, 
which, he contended, is “totalitarian 
and authoritarian,” in contrast to the 
Legion, which “supposedly is demo- 
cratic.” He called on Catholics to “re- 
sign from The. American Legion, or 
drop out of the Roman Catholic 
Church.” 

The results? Offended legion com- 
manders and members in various parts 
of the country poured in their pro- 
tests, not merely against the view ex- 
pressed by Klinkert, but against the 
magazine’s editors for allowing that 
view to be aired. Finally, Editor Joseph 
C. Keeley beat a complete retreat 
and announced that a formal apology 
for having printed the letter would be 
made in the March issue, although it 
had been printed on the perfectly 
sound theory that a lot of Americans 
are thinking what Klinkert said and 
their opinions must be considered. 

Klinkert reported later that he had 
lost a teaching position at Armstrong 
Junior College in Savannah, Georgia, 
“because of Catholic pressure. . . .” 











fected. A second bill, by Representa- 
tive Joseph E. Klen of Hammond, 
would permit agreements between 
school corporations as to payments 
for public hauling of parochial school 
pupils, thus making it possible for 
school buses to pick up parochial pu- 
pils outside the corporation to which 
the bus belongs. The Spurgeon and 
Klen bills were opposed by Protestant 
leaders. 

In Vermont, Senator E. Frank 
Branon of Franklin County is spon- 
soring a bill to require local school 
districts to haul parochial school pu- 
pils to their schools. This move was 
attacked by Representative Keith 
Wallace of Waterbury at a legisla- 
tive seminar sponsored by the Ver- 
mont Church Council, of which he is 
president, and also by the Rev. Low- 
ell A. Haynes of the First Congrega- 
tional Church at Proctor, who spoke 
at a dinner attended by many legis- 
lators. 


A bus controversy in Bergen Coun- 
ty, New Jersey, is unresolved as this 
issue of Church and State goes to 
press. County Schools Superintendent 
Roy R. Zimmerman opposes recent 
changes in bus routes and schedules 
made by the Edgewater school board. 


CHURCH AND STATE 
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School Aid Bills 


(Continued from page 1) 


involved—a violation of the Ameri- 
can tradition of local control. 

Roman Catholic sectarianism, how- 
ever, has hardly considered the basic 
questions of public welfare involved 
in the controversy between the Ad- 
ministration and its critics in Con- 
gress and in public educational cir- 
cles. The Church is interested in one 
“angle” only—Will it or won’t it 
get tax support for its schools? If its 
stalwart son, Representative John E. 
Fogarty of Rhode Island has his way, 
the answer to that question will be 
yes. His bill, H. R. 1791, would pro- 
vide $500,000,000 over a period of 
five years for school construction, 
and, unlike S. 5, omits the adjective 
“public” in describing the schools. 
Fogarty told Religious News Service 
that his bill would work on the same 
principle as the Hill-Burton Act for 
hospital construction which, he said, 
“did not discriminate as to whether 
a hospital was private or public or as 
to its religious affiliation.” Heading 
the House Education and Labor Com- 
mittee, to which the Fogarty bill was 
referred, however, is Representative 
Graham A. Barden of North Carolina, 
a staunch advocate of public aid to 
public schools only. 


S. 5, sponsored by Hill and 29 
other Senators, was attacked by the 
National Council of Catholic Wom- 
en in a letter sent during the first 
week in February to every Senator. 
The bill, calling for $500,000,000 
worth of federal financing of “public 
elementary and secondary school fa- 
cilities’ in 1955 and again in 1956, 
was subjected to the familiar Roman 
Catholic complaint that “‘we are pay- 
ing high taxes for public schools and 
then we pay again to take care of our 
parochial schools,” and the Senators 
were asked: “Why does S. 5 forbid 
the States to use Federal funds for 
the construction of school buildings 
operated by non-profit educational 
agencies?” The organization’s letter 
was signed by Mrs. August W. Desch 
of Chicago, president. 

The campaign against aid for pub- 
lic schools only was carried further 
by other Roman Catholic spokesmen, 
including Archbishop John F. O’Hara 
of the Philadelphia Archdiocese, 
who questioned the need for the Ad- 
ministration or any other emergency 
construction program in a signed edi- 
torial on the front page of the arch- 
diocesan weekly, Standard and Times, 
and by the National Council of Cath- 
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olic Men in an action paralleling 
that taken earlier by its female coun- 
terpart. NCCM Executive Director 
Martin H. Work, in a letter to Sen- 
ator Hill, chairman of the Senate 
Labor and Public Welfare Commit- 
tee, asked three questions: 


“1. To what extent does this [| Ad- 
ministration] and other plans for 
Federal construction take into ac- 
count the urgent need for new non- 
public school buildings .. . ? 


“2. Will pending legislation be 
amended so non-public school corpo- 
rations may sell their bonds for new 
school buildings to the Federal gov- 
ernment under substantially the same 
conditions as are to be required of 
public schools? 


“3. Will pending legislation au- 
thorize grants-in-aid of Federal funds 
for non-public school construction 


ok 


As this issue goes to press at least 
two dozen bills are pending in House 
and Senate calling for emergency 
school construction or other forms of 
federal aid to education. Most indi- 
cate that “public” education is to be 
the beneficiary, but some do not. 


Among the latter are S. 4 (construc- 
tion bill by Earle C. Clements of 
Kentucky), S. 772 (the Hill “oil- 
for-education” bill), H. R. 33 (fed- 
eral scholarship bill by Edward P. 
Boland of Massachusetts), H. J. Res. 
228 (resolution by Errett P. Scriv- 
ner of Kansas providing 1 per cent 
return on federal individual and cor- 
porate income taxes to states for “ed- 
ucational purposes”), H. R. 355 (fed- 
eral scholarship bill by Harold D. 
Donohue of Massachusetts), H. R. 
1633 (construction bill by John C. 
Watts of Kentucky), H. R. 1791 
(Fogarty), H. R. 1817 (bill for aid 
to state, municipal ‘and other non- 
profit youth projects,” by John W. 
McCormack of Massachusetts), H.R. 
2211 (bill for “financial aid to stu- 
dents in higher education,” by Frank 
Thompson of New Jersey), H. R. 
2455 (bill for aid to state, municipal 
“and other nonprofit youth projects,” 
by Herbert Zelenko of New York), 
and H. R. 3715 and 3945 (“oil-for- 
education” bills by Stewart L. Udall 
of Arizona and James Roosevelt of 
California). 


Hearings continue to be held as we 
go to press. 





DISCUSS LATIN-AMERICAN STRIFE 


Participants in one of the panel discussions at POAU’s Seventh National Conference on 
Church and State on January 20 are shown above before their Round Table on “Americans 
and Religious Liberty in Catholic Countries” began. They are, left to right: Dr. Stanley I. 
Stuber, chairman of the commission on religious liberty of the Baptist World Alliance; Dr. 
William S. Stokes, professor of political science, University of Wisconsin; Dr. Joseph M. Dawson, 
POAU recording secretary; and Dr. Clyde W. Taylor, secretary of affairs, National Association 
of Evangelicals. Not present when the picture was taken was Dr. Harold E. Fey, executive 
editor of “The Christian Century,” who also participated. This session took place at the 
Mt. Vernon Place Methodist Church, Washington, D. C. 
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Clerics Give New NEA 
Book Old ‘Treatment’ 


Leading public educators were ac- 
cused of Hitlerism in an address de- 
livered by James Francis Cardinal 
McIntyre, Roman Catholic arch- 
bishop of Los Angeles, at a Holy 
Name Union breakfast in that city 
on January 23. The attack was oc- 
casioned by the publication of a 98- 
page booklet, Public Education and 
the Future of America, by the Educa- 
tional Policies Commission of the 
National Education Association, and 
was reminiscent of a similar attack 
made by the Cardinal more than a 
year before on the earlier NEA book, 
Forces Affecting American Educa- 
tion (see story, “Cardinal Assails 
Book, But Did He Read It?,” 
Church and State, December, 1953). 

Cardinal McIntyre hurled his 
charge in the presence of Superior 
Court Judge John J. Ford and other 
notables attending the breakfast, and 
later “enlarged” upon them for re- 
porters. This was followed by a gen- 
eral onslaught stirred up by the Na- 
tional Catholic Welfare Conference 
news service (NC), which solicited 
critical comment on the booklet from 
“competent educators”—all Roman 
Catholic. In their accustomed fash- 
ion, these critics set up straw men 
and knocked them down, complain- 
ing of attitudes which the booklet 
did not express and of omissions 
which it did not make. 

“The booklet,” Cardinal McIntyre 
asserted, “exaggerates greatly the 
merits of public education and casts 
grave reflection on private educa- 
tion.” Actually, the NEA treatise de- 
clares: “That there are inadequacies 
in American education, no one 
doubts. Current reappraisal should 
identify these inadequacies and look 





toward their elimination; the reap- 
praisal should also lead to reaffirma- 
tion of faith in the achievements and 
values of the educational system and 
to planning for their further devel- 
opment during the era now emerg- 
ing.” (p. 82) Nowhere does it “cast 
reflection” on private education, un- 
less its exposition of the unique 
value of “common schools” open to 
all children regardless of sect or class 
be deemed a “reflection” on schools 
which are more exclusive. 


Naturally enough, the authors of 
the booklet, convinced of the worth 
of public education, look forward to 
its further expansion. Cardinal McIn- 
tyre twisted this to mean that they 
“are attempting [by force] to estab- 
lish a common universal state educa- 
tion which will place every child in 
a public school,” and added: “This 
was the policy of Hitler.” But the 
booklet, reviewing nineteenth-cen- 
tury controversies between public and 
private school champions, observes: 
“Yet, the proponents of public edu- 
cation seemed agreed that private 
schools had every right to exist... . 
if the public schools were made good 
enough, they argued, most parents 
would not avail themselves of private 
schools. It was felt that in the com- 
petitive market, the common-school 
idea would eventually triumph.” To 
call this attitude Hitlerian is to in- 
dulge in demagoguery. 


Similar misinterpretations were 
contained in the statements of “com- 
petent” (i.e., Roman Catholic) edu- 
cators which were collected by the 
NC news service. These statements 
came from Dr. William H. Conley, 
educational assistant to the president 
of Marquette University; the Very 
Rev. William Granger Ryan, presi- 
dent of Seton Hill College, Greens- 
burg, Pa.; and Msgr. Henry C. 
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Bezou, schools superintendent of the 
Archdiocese of New Orleans. Father 
Ryan became so ardent in his rebut- 
tal to the NEA booklet that he even 
made the following absurd claim: 
“The vast majority of parochial 


schools . . . are quite as much ‘com- 
mon schools’ or ‘public schools’ as the 
tax-supported schools. If they are 
divisive at all, it is because there are 
religious divisions in America... . ” 

After Cardinal MclIntyre’s 1953 
attack on Forces Affecting American 
Education, Executive Secretary 
George W. Denemark of the NEA’s 
Association for Supervision and Cur- 
riculum Development issued a de- 
tailed reply exposing misrepresenta- 
tions made by the Cardinal. But no 
reply has been issued to his latest 
fulminations on Public Education 
and the Future of America. 

Public Education and the Future 
of America may be purchased from 
the National Education Association, 
1201 Sixteenth Street, N. W., Wash- 
ington 6, D. C., at $1.50 per copy, 
with discounts allowed on quantity 
orders. 


+ 


POAU Board Members 
Serve on Committees 


To expedite the consideration of 
certain vital POAU questions, mem- 
bers of the national board of trustees 
and national advisory council have 
formed a number of special commit- 
tees, as follows: 

Committee on National-Local 
Chapter Relations—Edward B. Will- 
ingham, chairman; Joseph M. Daw- 
son, C. Stanley Lowell, Edwin Mc- 
Neill Poteat, C. Emanuel Carlson; 
and John C. Mayne, consultant. 

Committee on National Conference 
and Inter-Group Relatiozs—Alvin 
W. Johnson, chairman; Clyde W. 
Taylor, Alexander E. Ginsberg, C. 
Emanuel Carlson and Harold C. Fitz. 

Committee on Proposed Changes in 
Corporation’s Name—Clyde W. Tay- 
lor, chairman; Miss Charl Ormond 
Williams, Joseph M. Dawson, Frank 
H. Yost, C. Stanley Lowell, Charles 
Clayton Morrison and Alexander E. 
Ginsberg. 

Committee on U, S.-Spanish Mar- 
ital Pact Problem—A\ll officers in the 
District of Columbia area and the 
executive director. 

Committee on Staff Appointments 
—Frank H. Yost, chairman; Miss 
Charl Ormond Williams and Edward 
H. DeGroot, Jr. 
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